REMARKS 

Claims 22 - 42 are the 21 claims presented for consideration. By this Amendment, 
Applicant has canceled the original claims in favor of the new claims. New claim 22 presents 
the subject matter of allowable claim 14 in independent form. Accordingly, it is Applicant's 
position that all of claims 22 - 38 are now in condition for allowance. The claims which now 
depend from claim 22 are similar to the original claims. However, Applicant has presented 
these claims after carefully reviewing the original claims and considering the Examiner's 
objections and rejections based on form. It is Applicant' s position that the new claims are clear 
and definite and fully conform with the requirements of the statute. New claims 39-42 
highlight important aspects of the invention similar to newly presented claim 22. New claim 39 
highlights the fixing device including the structure fixing the light string at a tip end or branch 
end of the branch and a structure for connecting the light string at an intermediate location. 
Claim 40 presents further specifics of this including the features of allowable claim 14. New 
claim 41 is similar to claim 39 but also highlights the structural aspects of the connecting ring 
of the invention, namely connecting ring structure connected to the short pipes (1 1) as well as 
receiving vane structure 13 which presents a support for holding the branches in position, 
namely distributing forces of the branch to the long trunk. Claim 4 1 further highlights the fixing 
device including structure for fixing a lighting string at an end and at an intermediate location. 
Claim 42 includes the subject matter of allowable claim 14 and additional features. 

The abstract of the disclosure has been objected to. Applicant attaches the substitute 
specification wherein a new abstract of the disclosure is presented. 
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The Examiner has required a substitute specification. This has been presented. 
Applicant has further carefully considered the Examiner's objections and comments. 

The drawings have been objected to. Applicant has removed the reference to the 
specific number of the fixing device wherein it is here in the specification that the fixing device 
includes inter alia the structure 63 and the structure 62 as well as in some embodiments the use 
of winding such as both conductive windings and non-conductive windings. It is Applicant's 
position that the specification is clear. Applicant has labeled a string 40 and base frame 20 in 
Figure 2 and Applicant has labeled the long trunk 10 in Figure 3. Approval of the replacement 
figures is requested. 

The claims have been objected to. Further, the claims have been rejected as being 
indefinite. Applicant has revised the claims paying close attention to the Examiner' s comments. 
It is Applicant's position that the new claims are clear and definite. 

Claims 1 - 2, 4 - 6, 17, 18 and 20 have been rejected as being anticipated by Gauthier. 

The Gauthier reference discloses an artificial Christmas tree with a ring structure 64 
with branches or wires extending therefrom. The light strings appear to be held by a general 
twisting about these wires. 

Gauthier fails to teach and fails to suggest the subject matter of new claims 39 and 41 . 
These claims highlight the ring structure as well as the fixing device including end fixing device 
and intermediate fixing device. It appears that Gauthier is at least lacking the end fixing device 
as specified. Further, Gauthier fails to teach the connecting ring of claim 41 with receiving 
vanes which distribute forces from the branch to the connecting ring and to the pipes that make 
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up the long trunk. Gauthier instead directs the person of ordinary skill in the art to trap or hold 
a wire element such that it can extend or cantilever outwardly. This does not present the 
support structure as claimed for example in claim 41 . Further, Gauthier presents no particular 
fixing device, particularly at an end of the branch. Accordingly, it is Applicant's position that 
all claims patentably define over Gauthier. 

Claim21 has been rejected as being anticipated by Smith. This claim (claim 21) has now 
been canceled. Further, Smith fails to teach the combination of features as presented in claims 
39 - 42. Specifically, Smith fails tot each the features of independent claims 39 and 41 as noted 
above with regard to Gauthier. 

Several other references have been cited and used to reject several of the other claims. 
However, the references as a whole fail to teach the combination of features. Allowable claim 
22 clearly presents subject matter which patentably defines over the prior art such that all claims 
which depend therefrom (claims 23 - 38) should be considered patentable and allowable. 
Further, the prior art fails to teach or suggest the combination of features of new claims 39 and 
41 as noted above with respect to Gauthier and Smith. The prior art does not present a 
suggestion to combine the features which present an improved tree as claimed. 

Reconsideration of the rejections and further and favorable action on the merits is 
requested. 




Respectfully submitted 
for Applicant, * 



By: 



RegistrationNo. 31,903 
McGLEW AND TUTTLE, P C. 
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Enclosed: 



(2) Replacement Sheets of Drawings 

Substitute Specification 

Marked-Up Version of the Specification 



DATED: 



May 24, 2005 

BOX 9227 SCARBOROUGH STATION 
SCARBOROUGH, NEW YORK 10510-9227 
(914) 941-5600 



SHOULD ANY OTHER FEE BE REQUIRED, THE PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
IS HEREBY REQUESTED TO CHARGE SUCH FEE TO OUR DEPOSIT ACCOUNT 13- 
0410. 

I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THIS CORRESPONDENCE IS BEING DEPOSITED WITH 
THE UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE AS EXPRESS MAIL IN AN ENVELOPE 
ADDRESSED TO: 

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS, P.O. BOX 1450, ALEXANDRIA VA 22313-1450, 
EXPRESS MAIL NO. EV436438085US 

McGLEW AND TUTTLE, P C. 

BY: ^^bAJ^j^^^^&y^^ DATE: May 24. 2005 
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IN THE DRAWINGS : 

Please replace original Figures 2 and 3 with the attached replacement sheets. 
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